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igests of Recent Opinions 


pTGAGES — The Judge of,;therefore be a ban to foreclos- 
ure since it could not have the 


» Court of Common Pleas 
~s not have power under |force and effect of a judgment 








nd 6 Ss, 2:66-1 et seq. to order | of record. «What was said about 
nena 2 cancellation of record of |the early statute which did not 
ans fm mortgage where the mort-/limit the order to cases of non 
-. q_fmbsee appears and denies that|appearance of the mortgagee 
vag . mortgage has been paid./applies with equal force and 
: ie icested from an opinion by | effect to RS. 2:66-3. 

design kie J. rendered Nov. 4, 1946.; It is contended that the 
that : 1 Supreme Court. Kaufman|mortgagee did not ‘appear’ 


since no formal appearance or 
j}answering pleading was filed. 
|An appearance is usually an 
}event or act by which a party 
submits himself to the jurisdic- 


lted qygpamuelson. For prosecutor— 
‘Hert Kushinsky. For respond- 

Percy Camp. 

rosecutor has obtained a 

of certiorari to determine 
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—B ther the Judge of the Com- tion of the Court. No particular 
al Ly Pleas Court has authority | method of appearance is re- 
of 10 ntertain a mortgagor’s ap- | quired by the statute. Appear- 
Drojecty ation for an order directing | ing in court, with counsel, and 
“Cincagm County Clerk to cancel of|participating in the hearing, 
geles rd a mortgage when, as/constitutes a legal appearance. 


the mortgagee entered an| The Judge was without au- 
earance on the hearing of| 


ace : | thority to direct cancellation of 
application and denied that/the mortgage. The proceedings 
mortgage had been paid. j|herein are stayed, without pre- 
me mortgagor’s application) judice to the prosecution of 
ne Common Pleas Court was| such other proceedings as eith- 
ie under RS. 2:66-1 to RS | er party may deem fit. 
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JOURN; inclusive. The applica- | No costs to either party. 
I states the making of the! 
wage and the recording} 
VANTMMBeof that it has been fully| Federal Bar Tax Law 
that the mortgagor be-| Institute Symposium 
ps he ee 6 November 20th, 1946. 
mn thereof, irs | eee 
S there is anything further | Complimentary Admission Cards 
win... yening Meyy Mar gg Available on Request 
iLL, mpeeuon of re — Bice Walter H. Schulman, New 
eo to pon |JerseY. Chairman, Federal Bar 
| ame * wr ae ota | ee Law Institute, announces 
TION mortsagee. On |that for the convenience and 


the 


mortgagee 
] 


a 


appeared | service of the members of the 


: counsel and denied |New Jersey Bar and others in- 


‘gage had been fully pald.| terested in tne field of Federal 


Association of New York, 
Jersey and Connecticut, 
aie .| Will hold its first Tax Sympos- 
parties and counse  cogjium of the Newark 1946-1947 
re cies wit. |Seties on Wednesday evening, 
i | November 20th, 1946 at 8 P. M. 

lin Court Room No. 2, United 
-1 provides the Com-|states Court House, Federal 
Judge may on appli-|Square, Newark, N. J. 


| counsel rais stion | ni oS\¢ 
py a a phir Panag pe aeragarsa Taxation, the Institute, under 

illite 3 ~|the auspices of the Feder r 
enn. 448 cifcumstances. Pending de-| 42° @USPic the Federal Ba 


Nee Bar 


tination of this question,| 
esses were sworn on behalf} 
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t Plea 


a mortgagor, direct; 47, 

Beat on. Guy L. Fake, Senior 

= morgage | United States District Judge, 

the applicant presents| wi poeta in his Court Room 
y proof that the| — 


hae been fully paid, | Peter Guy Evans, Member of 

|the Excess Profits Ta» Council, 

= citc | Member of New York Bar, Cer- 
mortgagor deposits |<< : 

2 Pos) | tified Public Accountant, and! 


the County Clerk the bal- : 
i due on the mortgage. well known Tax Lecturer and 














DUMP Provision is without appli- Author, will address the Sym- 
m0 for while the mortgagor|POSium on the subject: “The 

OR to pay any sum found | =XCess Profits Tax Council and 
¢ did not deposit anything. |Administration of Section 722.” 

s not an equitable pro-| Philip A. Brenner, former 


Special Agent, Intelligence Unit, 
Bureau of Internal Revenue, 
New York Division for ten 
years, Member of New York Bal 
66-3 provides that} and Certified Public Accountant, 
: e notice of application will speak on the subject: 
been served, and the per- | “Procedure In Federal Income 
in the notice or|Tax Cases Involving Fraud.” 

presenting him shall; Heretofore, the Federal Bar 
ES and the judge | Tax Law Institute has confined 

b€ satisfied if the facts|its Symposium activities to New 


an accounting or 


ian 


. 2:66-2 provides for notice 
mortgagee. 
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hamed 
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appear, 









jin the petition are true,} York and Hartford, Connecti- 

Bonde judge may order cancella-|cut, but believes that the inter- 
the mortgage. est in Federal Tax matters ap- 

44 is to be noted that the au- | parent in New Jersey warrants 
a y of the judge under R.S.| regular Tax Symposia at New- 
nem™ Be ‘s limited to causes where|ark. The subjects are of par- 
or coe “ne appears for the mort-|ticular importance to lawyers 
igs". The wisdom of the act|2nd accountants because the 
0 Bom Side the point. The vro-| Excess Profits Tax Council is a 
vis. f RS. 2:66-1 (a) must/recently constituted agency to 
‘sidered in the light of|aid in the disposition of Excess 
2:66-3. | Profits Tax relief cases under 

as been said of the earl-| Section 722 of the Internal Rev- 

, acts from which these sec-|enue Code; and, with respect 
j ‘ of the Revised Statutes|to tax frauds, the prosecuting 
eam. ftived that the court| activity of the Tax Authorities 





Hd dismiss the application | stemming from OPA violations 
€ Mortgagee appeared and|and various evasive devices, 
“d payment, because there | necessitates, a_sound knowledge. 
20 method provided for|of the practice and procedure 
ating the question of pay-|im fraud cases on the part of 









!preposed new 
following it with the ar- 


Rules Named 


Vanderbilt 
Clapp, Secretary of 12 
Committee 


nounced the appointmen 
committee consisting 


tive Courts. The Cha 


advise to 


changes, 


as any 


designated as_ secretary. 


tee are Vice Chancellor 


mer Brown, former 
Master Dougal Herr, Vice 
cellor Wilfred H. Jayne, 


Jacob L. Newman, 


while he 
to conduct a 
he expects a 
reasonable time 
would await the 
committee before 


wants the com 
thorough 
report 
and th 


Committee Seek 
Recommendation 





The committee appoint 


to changes in rules and st 
necessary for the efficient 
tioning of 
rogative and Orphans’ 
of wnich committee 
Vanderbill is Chairman 
deal first with Chancery 
The committee asks that 
bers of the bar make thei 
ommendations in writing 
rules by December 
sooner, if possible, 
them to the Secretary 
committee, Alfred C. Clap 
Broad Street, Newark 
It is requested that 
mitting 


(3 


in 
rule be 
first 
guinent for the change; 
that where the prcposal 
stitutes an amendment 


around the words 
The committee calls the 
attention to R.S. 2:29-16 
which the Chancellor ha 


Schedule to Chan 


The motion day for 
Chancellors at Newark w 
changed from Tuesday 
vear. This was decided 
meeting held Tuesday 
Chancellor Bigelow, 
Kays. 


become effective when 
Chancellor Kays takes 
duties in the Essex 

will bring about 
Vice Chancellor Stein’s 

beth motion day from Mo 
to Thursdays. 

Vice Chancellor 
been assigned the 


Kays 
court 





1 
and the decision could not! lawyers and accountants. 





Broad Street, Newark. 


«+s 


Named Chairman; 


Chancellor Oliphant has an- 


of 
members of the bench and bar 
to study changes on the rules 
of the Chancery and Preroga- 


stated the committee was to 
revision, 
amendments or new 
legislation deemed necessary for 


the orderly, efficient and 
prompt functioning of the 
courts. 

Arthur T. Vanderbilt was 
named chairman of the com- 


mittee and Alfred C. Clapp, ed- 
itor of the Law Journal was 


other members of the commit- 


O. Bigelow, former Chief Justice 
Thomas J. Brogan, William El- 
Advisory 


B. Le Duc, Julius Lichtenstein, 
Russell E. 
Watson and Walter G. Winne. 

The Chancellor indicated that 


within a 


report of the 
making any 
changes in the court structure. 


the Chancellor to advise him as 


the Chancery, 
Courts, 
Arthur T. 


1946 or 
submitting 
of the 


recommendations, 
stated 


present rule, the new words be 
underscored and brackets placed 
eliminated. 


power to promulgate rules su- 
perseding statutes “heretofore 
existing”. 


Newark Chancery Motion 


Mondays after the first of the 


by 
Stein & 


The new schedule, which will 
up his 


vicinage 
a change 


and chambers now used by Ad- 
visory Master Grosmar at 1060 


4 fel «. 


Committee to Study 
Chancery Court 


Man 


t of a 
12 


nceellor 


The 
John 


Chan- 
Louis 


mittee 
study 


at he 


Ss 
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ed by 


atutes 
func- 
Pre- 


will 
rules. 
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sub- 
the 
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Vice 
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in 
Eliza- 
ndays 


has 
room 
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Suits 


of a 


types 


ilarly 


(Continued from last week) 


Shareholders’ Representative | 


The problems, connected with 
shareholders’ 
suits, 
war-time decisions may be di- 
vided into seven categories.” 

Shareholders’ suits are of two 
general 
which 
est is actually or in effect that 


corporation or officers, and (2) 
those in which the sharehold- 
er’s interest is his eventual pro- 
portion of a claim which the 
corporation has as a creditor of 
the defendant. 


subdivided 
which 
to protect only his individual 
interest, and (b) those in which 
he sues on behalf of himself 
and all other shareholders sim- 


Noteworthy Decisions in the Law of Private 
Corporations: 1940 - 1945 





In suits of the first type the 
shareholder is normally per- 
mitted to maintain an indivi- 
{dual action for the injury to 
| himself, personally, as a share- 
holder. Illustrations are where 
| he seeks to recover his pro rata 
share of a declared dividend, 
or to enforce his pre-emptive 
right in a new issue of shares. 
In suits of this type it is only 
under very rare circumstances 
that the court will insist upon 
his bringing a class action in 
order to avoid a multiplicity of 
suits. 

With respect to suits of the 
second type the shareholder is 
almost invariably required to 
institute a representative suit, 
and an effort to recover a per- 
sonal judgment for the injury 
to the complainant’s individual 
interest as a shareholder will 
be demurrable. The reason for 
this is obvious: if the wrong 
complained of is to the corpor- 
ation, as where corporate prop- 
erty has been appropriated, or 





representatives 
raised by the significant 


types: (1) those in 
the shareholder’s inter- 


creditor of the defendant 


Each of these 
of suits may be further 
into (a) those in 


the shareholder seeks 


situated. 
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for 
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American Bar Plans to 
Hold Area Meetings 


Regional Meetings Meant to Aid 


Chicago, Iill. 
lawyer who can not go to the 
meetings of the American Bar 
Association will shortly find the 
association coming to him, as| 
a result of action taken at the 
recent Atlantic City convention. 
The action took the form of 

constitutional 


year “at such times and places, 
and serving such areas, as the 


Follow Proven Plan 
The regional meeting plan for 
Bar organizations that. other- 
wise have difficulty in reaching | 


Several state associations have} 


And the American Bar’s Junior 
Bar Conference, in co-operation | 


promoted a long series of suc 
meetings to discuss traffic safe- 


At the Atlantic City conven-! 


committee on Improving the} 
Administration of Justice pro-}| 


meetings 
to bring together judges and _/ 37%. 
interested lawyers for a com- 


mittee’s 
the State Supreme Court, 


torney General and all Bar as- 
sociation officers would be asked 
to participate. 

Merged in Larger Plan | 
Judge Parker’s proposal was 
merged in the larger plan for 
regional 
only judicial administration but 
any other kind of Bar associa- 
tion business will be considered. 


number and place of which re- 
take any action deemed appro- 


Bar, and such action, says the 
new constitutional amendment. 


pression of the members of the 
association present 
meeting, and us a recommenda- 


where a valuable right of the 
corporation has not been en- 
forced, the injury is to the en- 
tire body of shareholders, ard 
may also be to the detriment 
of the corporation’s creditors. 
To permit each shareholder to 
recover from the defendant his 
proportionate interest in the 
corporation’s claim would not 
only promote a multiplicity of 
suits, but would also result in 
a division of corporate assets 
in violation of the rules con- 
cerning such distributions to 
shareholders. From time to 
time, however, shareholders do 
attempt individual rather than 
representative suits, and ac- 
companied by a special set of 
|facts justifying the complain- 
ant in maintaining an indivi- 
dual suit. A dubious example 
of such a ruling is to be found 
in the recent case of Word v. 
| Jnion Bank and Trust Co.” 

The opportunities of corpor- 
late officials to mulct the cor- 
porations they manage are 
great and the ability of share- 
holders to detect such miscon- 
| duct is slight. Hence one would 
| expect that, when shareholders 
do occasionaily undertake to 
challenge the conduct of their 
the courts 


wyer Unable to Attend 
National Confabs 


(CCNS) — The 


amendment, 
association’s 





the 


regional meetings each 


shall designate.” 





members is already far| 
d the experimental phase. | 


employing it for years. 


has | 


other organizations, , 
h | Tepresentatives, 


| (Continued on ; 
all parts of the country. | page 3 col. 1) 





2 (f1) 
| holder's 


Judge John J. Parker’s} 


Distinctions between share- 
individual action and shareholder's 
representative suit: 

Word v. Union Bank & Trust Co., 
Mont. 279, 107 Pac. (2d) 1083 (1940) 
aff'd 112 Mont 117 Pac. (2d) 494 
(1941); noted 54 Harv. L. R. 1234 (1941). 

(2) Necessity of share ownership at 
time of wrong complained of 
Goldberg v. Ball et al., 305 Mil. App. 

271 N. E. (2) 575 (1940); noted in 
J. 221 (1941). 

- Clinton Trust 
340, 45 N. Y. Supp. (2d) 267 (1944): 
noted in 30 Va. L. R. 656 (1944) 
749 
R. 


111 
458, 
the holding of 12 regional! 
in the ensuing year 


Co., 183 Mise. 
explanation of the com- 
program. Wherever 
meetings would be held} 
the 
Judicial Council, the At- 


Peterson, 10 N. W. 
noted in 29 lowa 


(2d) 
; ¢ L. 
497 (1944). 
Cf. Piccard v. p., 30 F. Supp 
177i (DS., 8. BD 1939) and Pflug 
’. , 260 App. Div. 503, 22 N. Y. 
Supp. (2d) 968 (1940); noted in 54 Harv, 
R. 1063 (1941). 
(3) 
porate 
Goldberg 


Sperry Cor 
= = * 


- 


Necessity 
officers to sue 
v. Ball « 
273, 271 N. E. (2d) 
in 29 Ill. B. J. 221 (1941). 
Effect of discontinuance: 
Mutual Life Ins. 
Hopson, 176 Mise. 220, 25 N. Y. Supp. 
(2) 502 (1940), aff'd without epinion 258 
N. ¥. 668, 43 N. E. (2d) 71 (1942); 
1 in 25 Minn. L. R. 945 (1941), 5 
L. J 1474 (1941). 
Power of the corporation 


of prior demand on cor- 


l., 305 I, 
(1940) ; 


App. 
noted 


(4) 


Manufacturers Co. Vv. 


notec 
Yale 

(5) 
swer 

Otis v¥ 
Supp 6580 
F. Supp D.C., E.D. 
noted in 31 Va. L. R. 695 (1945) 

(6) Right of sharehelder to reimburse- 
ment from corporation of expenses incurred 
by him 

Bingham v. Ditzler, 
N. E. (2d) 812 (1943) 
Kent L. R. 159 (1944). 

Hayman v. Morris et a!., 37 N. Y. 
(2d) 884 (1943): also 179 Mise. 
38 N. Y¥. (2d) 782 (1942). 

(7) Right of director te reimbursement 
from corporation of expenses incurred by 
bim in successfully defendigg an action 
:gainst him 

Solimine 
Eq. 


See 


meetings where not 


to an- 


. Ga; 2 
. 1944). _61 
regional meetings, the soo 


to be determined, may } - 
320 
noted 


49 
Chi- 


App., 
29 


in << 
on questions before the Sem 


r 
“bh 
see 265, 


have effect as the ex- 
Hollander e ig N. J. 
264, 19 Atl (2d) 344 41941). 

“Right of Directers to Reimburse- 


v. 


at such} 


. ent f Cost f Suecessfully Defending 

tion to the House of Delegates! Shareholier's. Derivative. Suit’, 40 Col 
iL. R. 1192 (1940). 

and the assembly. {| 13, Supra, note 12. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


ESTATES—An executor having 
ne interest in the estate ex- 
cept through being so named, 


has no right to file a caveat} All of the heirs and next of kin 
against a later will, where all} consented to the probate of the | 


the heirs, next of kin, and 
beneficiaries under the first 
will consent to the probate 


of the second will and oppose! 


the filing of the caveat. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Lewis. V. O. rendered Nov. 8, 
1946. Prerogative Court of New 
Jersey. In re DeGise. For ap- 
pellants—Emanuel Shavick. For 
respondent—Winne & Banta 

This is an appeal from an 
order of the Ornhans’ Court de- 
nying appellant’s motion to dis- 
miss a caveat filed by respond- 
ent Sebastian Gaeta. 

In July 1944 decedent execut- 
ed a will naming Gaeta as an 
executor. In November, 1945 


decedent executed another will|diametrically opposite holdings. 


in which Gaeta was not named. 
She died Feb. 16, 1946. On Feb. 
19 Gaeta filed a petition for 


probate of the first will and a|* 


caveat against any will later 
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RATES 
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NATIONAL NEWARK BLDG. 

14 Commerce St! Newark, N. J, 

Consult “MOHAWK” for 
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i held 





| Orphan’s 


| 
| 
| 


than this one. On Feb. 25 Wil- 
liam De Gise filed a petition | 


for probate of the second will. | 


second will, joined in the peti-| 
tion for probate’ thereof, and} 
are opposed to the filing of the| 
caveat. They are all the bene-| 
ficiaries named in the first will.! 

The motion to dismiss the | 
caveat was made on the ground 
that it is contrary to their| 
wishes and that Gaeta has no| 
standing to contest the second} 
will since he has no _ interest} 
under the will. Gaeta asserts 
he has not only the right but} 
the duty to contest the second, 
will. 

There does not seem to be | 
any case in New Jersey on ‘this| 
point. Other jurisdictions have 
passed on this question with 


The New Jersey _ statutes} 
throw no light on the question. | 
R.S. 3:2-22 does not define in! 
any way those who may file a 
caveat. The nearest decision in 
New Jersey which is in any way 
applicable is a _ holding that | 
complete outsiders have no} 
right to contest. 

Appellants argu. che caveator | 
has no standing since he is not | 
a beneficiary under the will and} 
seeks to intrude against the | 
wishes of all the beneficiaries. | 
His only possible interest is to| 
earn fees if the second will is 
invalid and the first will) 
admitted to probate. 

The court does not 
the caveator has such an inter- 
est in the estate as entitles him 
to contest the second will. He 
is not a benefiiciary, nor an} 
heir or next of kin. He does, 
not represent the beneficiaries 
who might claim under the first 
will. They, in fact, actually op- 
pose the filing of the caveat.| 
Under these circumstances, the 
Court should have 
motion to dismiss. 


believe | 





granted the 
The order 
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WATIONAL SURETY CORPORATION 
Specializing in the Execution of 
Fiduciary and Court Bonds 
jy PARK PLACE, NEWARK 


Mitchel! 2-82296 
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is reversed. 














REALTY TITLE 
INSURANCE 


AVOIDS TITLE 
SEARCH DUPLICATION 
SAVES TIME, 
WORK AND MONEY 
IN TITLE RE-INSURANCE 











FRANKLIN MORTGAGE & TITLE INSURANCE CO. 
509 ORANGE ST., NEWARK 7,.N. J. 








It used to be quite a time-and- 
money-consuming job to search, 
guarantee and insure realty titles. 
But now, with the modern, stream- 
lined plan offered exclusively by 
these cooperating companies, title 
re-insurance is accomplished 
quickly and economically. 
Here’s why: The combined files, 
records and facilities of these 
companies eliminate the work and 
cost of searching back 60 years. 
It is necessary to search ONLY 
FROM THE POINT OF LATEST 
GUARANTEE by any of these 
companies before issuing new 
policy. 

INVESTIGATE THIS PRACTICAL 

RE-INSURANCE PLAN TODAY. 





a TITLE GUARANTY CO. OF NEW JERSEY 


7 NELSON PLACE, 


NEWARK 3, N. J. 


UNITED STATES MORTGAGE & TITLE GUARANTY CO. of N. J. 


972 BROAD STREET, 


NEWARK 2, N. J. 
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MORTGAGES—The payment of | 
a mortgage may be extended | 
by parol. | 

CONTRACTS—A provision fix- | 
ing time for performance or 
making time of the essence 
may be waived and the in- | 
tent to annul it may be dis- 
closed by the conduct of the 
parties. 


Digested from an opinion by 
Kays, V. C. rendered Nov. 6 
1946. In Chancery of N. J. Be- 
tween Hudson City Savings| 
Bank and Brockhurst et al. For 
complainant—Fred W. Dieffen- 
bach and Mark A. Sullivan. For 
defendants—Adolph L. Engelke. 

The biil herein seeks fore- 
closure of 10 mortgages on 5 
parcels of real estate. The an- 
swer alleges the bill is prema- 
ture since the maturity date of 
all the mortgages was extended. 

The indebtedness is treated 
one transaction. In Sept. 

the parties agreed on 


1930 


ij monthly payments of $300. Suck 


until the 
thereafter 


payments were made 
filing of the bill and 
by order of this court. 

This arrangement appeared 
to be satisfactory until early in 
1941 when the mortgagee com- 
Jlained the payment was in- 
sufficient and the _ buildings 
were not in satisfactory condi- 
tion. AS a result, on Jan. 28, 
1941 the parties conferred and 
complainant proposed that if 
the buildings were painted by 
defendant before Nov. 1, 1941, 
the tax assessments appealed, 
and $1000 paid on account of 
the mortgages; the mortgagee 


| would extend the mortgages for 


5 vears and reduce the interest 
to 3%. Defendant agreed 
to this except in so far as the 
$1000 payment was concerned. 

Detendant testified that hs 
returned to the bank on Sept 
5 and after a short conference, 
complainant agreed to waive 
$1000 payment. 

Defendant proceeded to paint 
and repair the buildings and 
appealed from the tax assess- 
ment. The painting ,and re- 


ha 
alt 


|pairs were not completed until 


June 1942. The appeal resulted 
in a substantial reduction. 
Defendant wrote complainant 
Dec. 29, 1941 that he would 
re the interest from Jan. 1, 
t the reduced rate of 
Complainant did not an- 
swer this letter. Approximately 
18 checks were thereafter paid 
to complainant some of which 
noted the rate of interest and 
all stating “in full settlement 
of account as shown below”. 
Complainant denies that it 
waived the $1000 payment and 
denies any extension agreement. 
After examining the probabil- | 
ities the court is satisfied that 
they favor defendant’s conten- 
tion. Defendant is a lawyer and 
weli understood his position. It 
is difficult to believe he would | 
have spent between $2000 and 


$2500 on repairs and appealed | |! 


the taxes if the $1000 payment | 
had not been waived and an 
agreement reached. The pay- 
ment of a mortgage may be 
extended by parol. 

As to the question of the time 
of the repairs, a contractual! 
provision declaring time to be 
of the essence may be waived 
and the intent to annul it may 
be disclosed by the conduct of| 
the parties. 

Complainant knew the build-| 
ings were being repaired and it 
accepted the monthly checks! 
without protest until a short! 
time before the filing of the| 
bill. 

The court is satisfied that 
the agreement was that which 
defendant contends and that 
he performed all that he was 
required to do. 

Decree aecordingly. 


LAW BOOKS 


BOUGHT - SOLD - APPRAISED 


GANN LAW BOOKS 
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Aeronautical Law 
Symposium 


The Federal Bar Association 
of New York, New Jersey and 
Connecticut under the auspices 
of its Committee on Aeronauti- 
cal Law, will conduct an Aer- 
Law Symposium on 


ber 10th, 1946, at the Federai 


/Court House, Foley Square, New 
| York City. 


Leaders in aeronautics as well 


jas the iegal profession will be 


the principal speakers. Through 
the convenience and speed of 
air transportation the sympos- 
ium will have a nation-wide 
representation of speakers. Con- 
troversial legal problems rela- 
tive to the development of aer- 
onautics as well as the juris- 
prudence thereof will be on the 
agenda of the symposium. A- 
mong the topics of considera- 
tiori and discussion will be the 
follewing: — 

1. The Interpretation of the 
Civil Aeronautics Act With Re- 
lation to Air Transportation by 
Surface Carriers. 

2. Practical Problems in Se- 
curing a Certificate of Conven- 
ience and Necessity for 
Transport Operations. 

3. Regulations of Non-Sched- 
uled Air Transport. 

4. Federal Liability 

tion. 
5. Interpretation of Aeronau- 
tical Exclusion Clauses in Life 
and Accident Insurance Con- 
tracts. 

6. Proposed Revision of the 
Warsaw Convention. 

7. Unification and Simplifi- 
eation of Laws Relating to Im- 
migration, Quarantine, Customs 
and Clearance for the Facilita- 
tion of International Air Trans- 
port. 

8. Deveiopments and Prob- 
Relative to the Interna- 
tional Civil Aviation Convention. 

9. Evolution of International 
Aeronautical Regulation. 

10. Rights in Airspace As 
Determined by Judicial Deci- 
sions. 

11. Legal Problems Relative 
to the Use of Gliders in Sport 
and Air Transport. 

Aeronautical Law Symposiums 
have been held periodically by 
the Committee on Aeronautical 
Law of the Federal Bar Asso- 
ciation of New York, New Jer- 
sey and Connecticut. The firs: 
symposium proceedings received 
wide circulation, notably that 
of the symposium conducted in 


Legisla- 
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Ail) 


Legal Aid in Divo; 
Cases Lively Issy, 


Opinions Differ on Why 
Economic Status of (jj 
Should Bar Freedom’; p, 


New York, (CCNS)—w, 
legal aid should be 
persons who want a dj 
can't afford it was th 
of spirited discussion 
annual conference he 
of the National Ass 
Legal Aid Organizati 

Debate followed the rz, 
of a survey by Raynor M ¢ 
iner of the Boston 
Society. Answered by 
izations in various 
survey showed four e 
not accept divorce cases , 
36 do. 

Gardiner said th: 
those handling div 
ever, was misieading 
when it came to 
case, the majority of 
izations were “like th 
said she liked to bs seq 
seldom found a man ¥ 
the honor.” 

Oi those places answer 
survey, Gardiner said, ¢ 
was found to be most expey 
in Philadelphia, 
costs are $250 to $3 
entiy,” he added, po 
Philadelphia just have ¢ 
in sin.” 

Henry 


Legg 


Istis, head th 
Haven Legal Aid Bureau 
tended that economic gs 
should have a div 
many people, he 

rush into divorce be 

free. 

Justice W. Bruce Cobb 
New York Domesti 
Court said he was < 
the number of unc 
vorce cases he had 

1y, he declared, 
n “combed out 
undesirable.” 

Asserting there 
where the law 
hypocrite” than in d 
Charles E. A. Knigh 
mond, Va., declared 
judges know that 
divcrce case “is n 
facts. Hc said that 

goes on daily 

with tne knowled 
judges.” 
“We cannot rega! 

narrow technici 
and should avail 
the skills of social 
said Louis Fabricant, att 
in-chief of the New York1 
Aid Society. On hi 
the conference voted to: 
a Study .of different ¢ 
standards throughout 
tion. 


as 
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iVor@mmecisions in the Law of Private Corporations wholly-owned subsidiary com 
Issy pany of the Debtor; the price 

_ = nued from page 1) just as legitimate an interest Paid bn aac esate ating pint 
ontint t as legitimate a senate PS RE A el el 
—cavor. when possible |i2_ endeavoring to safeguard a wae pes bee Py “i 
thas r Be nao ;;the assets acquired by the cor- itn ae aa _— the 

a we pre ura’) poration prior to his becoming S¢*/eme Pe ee ee ee 

which might be used : expenses of defending the ac- 


» shareholder’s path 
nately some courts 
pt this attitude, 
eed by a recent Cal 
jecision in which , 
urt, by a 4-3 vot 
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an unnecessarily 

onstruction of thé 

an which resulted in a 

> M cee the shareholder's 

Legs) ED barred by a statute 
” 40 oom ns." 


willingness of such a 
make an allowance fcr 
ies, both as to dis- 








i a proof, confronting 
te nelders who have truly 


narmed by misconduct of 
corporation’s officers may 
ye to the fact that corpor- 
s are plagued by the ex- 
ee of piratical gentry who 
to time institute 
sentative suits solely with 


time 
199 68h~ 





hope of creating a nuisance | 


e and being bought off at 
“waccy figure. But the courts 
ofc be constantly on the 
re not to let the within-the- 
sam blackmail which these 
7 ults represent preiu- 
outlook for a bona fide 
entative suit in which a 
ld is sincerely en- 
to counteract a 
p ie to him and the 
r shareholders by one or 
C > corporate officials. 
on instance of this 
tile judicial attitude 
bb opf™etd representative suits is 
me nd in the holdings of 
indfygy—although probably not 
that the com- 
t only must be a 
sider but also must have 
hareholder at the time 
complained of oc- 
federal courts, in 
void having their 
reec@meaction imposed upon, 
f pgmpted a federal equity rule 
pdying this requirement. 
e state courts have pro- 
a junterparts of this 
a number of deci- 
adopted this prin- 
in the absence 
ized rule.” 
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absolute rule that a 
Ider may not maintain 

n tative suit if he ac- 
status aS a Share- 


the occurrence of 
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ireholder as those acquired ‘: see ree ; 
: mi ne tion ed by the 


sme 
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thereafter. If the major con- acip Migee dt Pte Bae 
ern of the courts co tl en-| Debtor or its subsidiaries with- 
the above-stated rule is|°Ut contribution or reimburse- 


+} sn¢,, ment by 2 individual direc- 
those who buy into;™ment by the c b-seshage 


Lnwart 








a corporation for the very pur- tors who were the ‘Te al defend- 
ose ~6of «instituting “strike’, @mts. A substantial percentage 

; this could be accom- of the moneys received by the 
plished without an absolute! Plaintifis was paid to their at- 
¢ torneys who instituted the ac- 


disqualification of the holders| 
f after-acquired shares.! 
eholders who bought their 
With Knowledge of the 


+ 


tion. This was 
private arrang 
amount of the fees 


( 







ement, 


es 


wrong complained of might mee” — = Rese 
well be barred from bringing | 570 Bice cilgape aig non 
representative suits; but share-|*2° Stipulation OF disco! 


holders who acquired 
shares by operation of law cr 
who purchased them in good 
faith without knowledge of the| “ r 
situation ought not to be de- | approval to any of the share- 
prived of one of the most im-|0lders who were not parties 
portant incidents of sharehold-| the action. 

ership, the privilege of institu-| Such a settlement may con- 
ting a_ representative suit, 
merely because they did not 
iscover the misconduct of the 


|} was entered thereon, 
|the settlement 


nor was 


preclude other shareholders, 


defendants until after the|not parties thereto, from insti- 
transfer to them of their|;tuting some form of effective 
shares. j}remedial action. A practical 


There are other procedural|reason for setting 
difficulties with which the mov-| 
ing shareholder must contend. | 
For example, he must allege 
and prove either a prior de- 
mand upon the _ appropriate 
corporate officers to institute 
the action in question on be- 
half of the corporation, or the 
futility of such a demand, as, 
where it would involve an ac- 
tion by the corporation against 


original representative suit 
alive is that the statute of lim- 
itations will frequentiy have 
run against a new action by 
the time the other shareholders 
discover the facts of discontin- 
uance and settlement. A de- 
sirable solution would be a rule 
such as the Federal courts have 





the officers themselves.* This|Tesentative suits shall not be) 
is a reasonable requirement, dismissed or compromised with- 
for a shareholder should not Out the approval of the court, 
be permitted to invade the nor- |following notice of the pro- 
mal province of management|Posed dismissal or compromise 
in conducting the affairs of the given to all the members cf 


corporation, unless he can af-|the class 1n such manner as 





interests. | tution by a shareholder of rep- 


A further hazard with which| 











resentative suits is the fact 

the petitioning shareholder|that he is personally liable for 
nay be confronted is that a/aill the costs and expenses if 
pr or representative suit may the action is unsuccessful. in 
have been instituted by another|1941 the severity of this com- 
shareholder and discontinued|mon law rule was greatly ac- 
y settlement agreement. The|centuated in New York by the 
vy York courts have recently|¢nactment of an extraordinary 
refused to vacate and set aside|amendment of the General 
such a stipulation of discontin-|Corporation law of that state. 
uance even under the following|By this statute shareholders 


circumstances: The|unsucessfully instituting repre- 


extreme 






















to the corporation | sharehclder’s represen tative/Sentative suits against corpor- 
suit complains, is|suit was against the Associated|ate officers or Cirect could 
and unnecessary. Gas and Electric Company | pe subjected to ila bility not | 
hich the complain-| (herein called the Debtor) as|OMly for the costs and expenses 
assert is an asset of} the nomina! defendant and its|t0 Which 4 ig litigant is 
tion, and he has/directors as the real defend-/Mormally subject, but also for 
ants. The latter were charged|the attorneys’ fees of the suc- 
a with mismanagement and| cessful defendants. » In a case 
waste of the corporate funds.|decided subsequent to the en- 
The settlement took the form) a@¢tment of this statute the leg- 
; 1 of a purchase of the complain-|islation was neld to have a 
Supre: ing shareholders’ shares by aj V@lid retroactive effect, and al- 
eo Ball eb aE: = lowances for fees and disburse- 
Co., and Jepsen v. Peter- 8. Ss dverg v. Ball et al, supra,) ments of the attorneys for the 
na = successful defendants totalling 
VC ~~ }| over $43,000 were awarded.” 
ei AX. | No doubt the above-men- 
| tioned statute was enacted pri- 
;|Marily, not to discourage share- 
T j;holders from bringing repre- 
: i Es LE ERVICE ;|Ssentative suits, but to protect 
|| the judicially acquitted direc- 
a i}tor from personal loss other- 
a This Company operating throughout '|wise inherent in the demon- 
the State of New Jersey is engaged Stration of his innocence.” 
exclusively in providing a real estate il teal 
ions title service. | f dustice 
; To attorneys it offers a prompt, assion | 
competent and cooperative service in ‘ oe 
€xamining, insuring and closing titles. ats 
ae in} ia now 
Largest Title Plants in the State _ 
vw vy 
NEW JERSEY REALTY Sop ih 
vv 7 - _ ’ 
tion TITLE INSURANCE CO. An beens 
a — ——7 
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aside such} 
settlements and for keeping the| 


adopted that shareholders’ rep-| ya. 


| Righ 
to declared 


firmatively show that manage-| the court directs. 
ent is either wilfully or neg-| A _ very effective restraint) 
ently sacrificing the corpora- upon the omnigenerous insti- 







Lease for ‘Duration and Six Months’ Stiil in 
Effect Since War's End not Yet Proclaimed 


San Francisco, (CCNS)—In a 


It was the contention of 


case of first impression in Fed- | plaintiff, the landiord, that the 


eral courts here, District Judge 
George B. Harris found that 
World War II has not been of- 
ficialily proclaimed at an end, 
and therefore a lease for the 
duration of the war is still in 
effect. 

The lease in question, cover- 
ing Market street property here, 
was to begin on a date in 1943 


pursuant to,and “extend for a period of six 
the|months from and after the ces- 
and dis-| sation of hostilities in the pres- 
having been|ent war with Japan.” 





Legislation 





so. limited would 


their | ance was filed with the clerk of| have merit, but there is little 
|the court, but no court order) validity to the growing prac- 


tice of the adoption of corpor- 


submitted for|ate by-laws under which di- 


rectors and officers may be re- 
imbursed by the corporation 
for various types of liabilities 


|imposed upon them by adverse 
| stitute a “double looting” of the|judgments and settlements, as 
‘corporation, and ought not to|well as for costs and expenses 


regardless of whether or not 
they establish their innocence 
of the wrongs with which they 
are charged. 
Dividends 
The significant decisions of 
1940-45 with respect to divi- 
dend problems may be divided 
into four categories.~ 





(Continued on page 5 col. 1) 





25. (1) Power of shareholder to com 
pel declaration and payment of dividend 
O'Neawil Co. vy. O'Neall, 108 Ind. App 
116, 25 N. E. (2d) 656 (1940); noted in 
2 1135 (1940), 15 Ind. L. J. 


28 Geo. L. J. 
75 (1940). 






Crocker. v. Waltham Watch Ce., 315 
Mass. 397, 53 N. E. (2d) 230 (1944); 
sted in 59 Til L. R. 90 (1944), 43 
Mich. L t. 214 (1944). 

(2) The ‘‘dividend credit’’ theory: 

Lich v. U. S. Rubber Co., 39 F. Supp 
675 (D.C D.N.J.. 1941); noted in 55 
Harv. L. R. 678 (1942); 26 Minn. L. R 
17 (1941). 

Cintas v. Amer. Car & Foundry Co., 131 
N. J. Eq. 419, 25 Atl. (2d) 418 (1942): 
uoted ir. 56 Harv. L. R. 132 (1942); aff’d 
Without opinion in 132 N. J. Eq. 460, 28 
Atl. 31 (1942). 

(3) of shareholder with respect 


t 
dividends: 


Stout v. Cross, Austin & Ireland Lum- 
ber Co., 258 App. Div. 1046, 18 N. Y. 
Supp. (2d) 996 (1940), aff'd 283 N. Y. 
106, 28 N. E. (2d) 890 (1910; noted in 
Y Duke PB. A. J. 76 (1941). 

Jaques v. White Knob Copper & Devel- 

Lid., 19 KN. ¥.. 39 WN. -¥. 

706 (19140) noted in 15 St. 

L. R 1 (1941). Cf. Tayler v. 

> i r ace Co., 295 Ky. 226, 
: W. ¢ 7 (1943). 

(4) Illegal dividends 

Oilwell Chemical & Materials Co. v. 
Petroieum Supply Co., 64 Cal. App. 367, 
148 Wa (2d) 720 (1944); noted in~ 32 
Calif. I R. 412 (1944). 





parties had im mind the cessa- 
tion of actual open warfare as 
accomplished by the surrender 


of Japan on August 14, 1945, 
raiher then a presidential or 
congressionai declaration that 


the war had ended. 

To adopt such a construction, 
Judge Harris remarked, would 
be to rewrite the instrument. 
The record, he said, was barren 
of any evidence to show the 
parties intended what the 
plaintiff claimed they did, and 
the question of the duration of 
the lease myst be determined 
in the light of executive and 
legislative events. . 


The court noted that the 
President in proclaiming V-J 


Day observed it was not a proc- 
lamation of the end of the war, 
and later in a message to Con- 
gress said: 

“The time has not yet arrived 
for the proclamation of the ces- 
sation of hostilities, much less 
the termination of the war. 
Needless to say, such proclama- 
tion will be made as soon as 
circumstances permit.” 

After reviewing the authori- 
ties, Judge Harris concluded: 

“In view of the foregoing, 
there has been ne termination 
of defendant’s leasehold inter- 
est by operation of law or afflux 
of time; the event, period, or 
time has not yet arrived when 
the term of six months com- 
mences to run.” 


Reserve Legal Specialists 
May Transfer to Regular 
Navy 

All Reserve and Temporary 
Legal Specialists of the Navy 
and Marine Corps may trans- 
fer to the Regular Navy under 
modifications of Public Law 
Number 347, approved May 10, 
1946. 

The necessity of a Law De- 
gree is eliminated provided the 
applicant has been admitted to 
practice before the bar in any 
state, territory, or the District 
of Columbia. 
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In 1836, when Newark was 
incorporated as a city, our 
Bank was 24 years old. 
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We believe that the steadily-increasing 
volume of business of our Department of 
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of our determination to make our service 
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SPECIAL APPEARANCES 


Our practice touching special appearances is in a state of 
chaos, and is deserving of careful study by the Committee on 
Practice appointed by the Chancellcr. 


The view that a special appearance to challenge the Court’s 
yurisdiction over the person (as distinguished from a mere irreg- 
ularity of service of process) may not be filed without leave of 
Court, and must be so conditioned that the moving party will 
appear generally, if the motion goes against him, is traceable to 
the dictum of Vice Chancellor Emery in the Hervey case, 56 N. 
J. E. 166 (1897), modified 56 N. J. E. 424. (Cf. Elgart v. Mintz 
124 N. J.E.133). 


Prior to 1915, an objection to the jurisdiction over the person 
could be made by plea to the jurisdiction or demurrer, without 
leave of court, and without condition. Wilson v. American Palace 
Car Co. 65 N. J. E. 730 (1903), reversing 64 N. J. E. 434 (Emery, 
V. C.) And in Groel v. United Electric Co. 68 N. J. E. 249 (1904), 
Vice Chancellor Emery appears to have repudiated his dictum in 
the Hervey case, and sustained a plea to the jurisdiction and a 
special appearance, filed without leave of Court, and without 
condition. 


Despite these adjudications, the later decisions in the Court 
of Chancery have clung to the dictum in the Hervey case, but 
have enforced it with such a lack of uniformity as to leave the 
subject in a state of confusion. In the following cases special 
appearances were entertained, which were either filed without 
leave of Court or without condition. See Reimers v. McGowan 
(1898), (Docket 22-389). McGuinnis v. McGuinnis, 
72 N. J. E. 381 (1908), MeVYoyv v. Bauman, 93 N. J. E. 360, 
aff’d 93 N. J. E. 632; Apgar v. Altoona Glass Co., 92 N. J. E. 352 
(1921). On the other hand see Swetland v. Swetland, 100 N. J. 
E. 196, affirmed 102 N. J. E. 294, Re Rothenberg Trust 129 N. J. E. 
377, Standard Embossing Plate Mfg. Co. v. American Salpa Co. 
113 N. J. E. 246. 


The Chancery Act cf 1915 abolished pleas and demurrers, 
and provided that every such defense could be made by answer, 
or by answer in lieu of plea, or by motion. (P. L. 1915 c. 116 P. 
195; Rules 51, 52, 53; and see present Chancery Rules 69,70). 
Thus the old remedy remains except that the procedure has been 
changed. Similar changes have been made in the procedure of 
the law courts. Cf. Commercial Credit Corp. v. Boyko, 103 N. J. 
L. 620. Since there is nothing in the Chancery Act or the Court 
Rules requiring leave of Court, or any condition upon the right 
to make a motion in lieu of plea or demurrer, it is difficult to 
understand upon what theory either ieave or condition can be 
required. 


But apart from these considerations, our practice on this 
subject is inconsistent and contradictory. A response to an| 
order to show cause why a preliminary injunction should not 
issue is regarded as a special appearance without leave of Court, | 
and without condition. Elgart vy. Mintz, supra. Thus a non- 
resident defendant can freely enter our Courts and litigate an} 
application for a preliminary injunction, and if defeated, he can | 
ignore the court, which is powerless to enter a final decree | 
against him in an action in personam, unless a subpoena to 
answer is served upon him in this State. Then again, by R. S.| 
2:29-99-101, a defendant in a sequestration proceeding may | 
appear specially and ask for certain relief, without leave of Court 
- and without condition. And in our law courts, the rule seems to 
be that a party may appear specially without leave of Court, and | 
without condition. Cf. Laure y. Singer 100 N. J. L. 98, 102 (1924), 
Mulhearn v. Press Publishing Co. 53 N. J. L. 150 (1890), Franklin | 
v. Taylor Hydraulic, etc. Co. 68 N. J. L. 113 (1902). Feder v.) 
Bodner 129 N. J. L. 173, 175 (1942). The law Courts appear to} 
have adopted the Federal Rule laid down in Davis v. Davis, 308 | 
U. S. 32 that the character of a motion is to be judged by the 
relief sought, and not by the labe! attached thereto, or the cere- | 
monies attending it. 


The rationale assigned by Vice Chancellor Emery in the 
Hervey case for imposing a conditicn on the special appearance | 
is due to two fundamental errors. In the first place, as he later} 
conceded in the Groel case, supra, the old English practice on} 
appearances on which he had previously relied, arose out of its | 
archaic system which required an appearance and answer before | 


‘tion, from whose section of In- 


|Law the idea of establishing a 
| World Bar 


| lington, 
;chairman, tc become a charter 


|sociation’s president 


of 
| without knowing what was in- 


|tablish a standard fee of per- 


|brief preliminary consultation 
;}and advice, Mr. Shepherd con- 
| tinues: 


|Better Service Seen 


| —keeping them out of trouble. 


}at present, 
|charging the responsibilities of 


Organization of World Bar Proceeds; 
American Bar to Be Charter Member 


Washington, (CCNS) — With 
the American Bar Association 
lined up as a charter member, 
lawyers active in promoting or- 
ganization of the International 
Bar Association are preparing 
for a meeting at New York next 
February when it is expected 
that the organizational work 
will be completed. 

The American Bar Associa- 


ternational and Comparative 
organization first 
emerged, accepted at its recent 
Atlantic City meeting an invi- 
tation tendered by Edgar Tur- 
Washington, section 


member of the new association. 

The American Bar’s House of 
Delegates, on accepting the in- 
vitation, also authorized the as- 
to name 
delegates to participate in the 
New York meeting, when repre- 
sentatives of most of the im- 
portant Bar organizations of 
the world will act upon the new 
society’s proposed constitution. 





Robert N. Anderson, Washing- 
ton, Assistant to the Attorney 


General, is serving as chairman 
of the International Bar’s Or- 
ganization committee. 

At a preliminary conference 
in New York last month, rep- 
resentatives of law societies in 
21 nations adopted the following 
statement of objectives for the 
new association: 

“To advance the science of 
jurisprudence in all its phases 
and particularly in the areas of 
international and comparative 
law. 

“To promote uniformity 
appropriate fields of law. 

“To promote the administra- 
tion of justice under law among 
the peoples of the world. 

“To promote in their legal 
aspects the principles and aims| 
of the United Nations. 

“To establish and maintain 
friendly relations among the} 
members of the legal profession | 
of the worid.” 

“To promote in their legal 
aspects the principles and aims| 
ef the United Nations. 

“To establish and maintain) 
friendly relations among the| 
members of the legal profession | 
of the world.” 





Standard Fee for 
Lawyer's Advice Urged 


Suggests Bar in Each City 
Establish Fixed Rate for 
Brief Office Consultations 


Austin, Tex. (CCNS) A 
standard, minimum fee for brief 
law office consultations would 
prove beneficial both to the 
public and to the Bar, in the 
opinion of James L. Shepherd, 
Houston, president of the State 
Bar of Texas. 

Due in Jarge measure to un- 
certainty as to what the fee 
would be, the average person 
not engaged in a business that 
naturally brings him in contact 
with attorneys, has a fear of 
entering a law office, the Texas 
leader believes. 


Waits Till He’s Involved 

“In contrast with the readi- 
ness with which he consults a 
doctor when he has an indica- | 
tion of trouble, the average per- | 
son usually waits until he has} 
become involved before he goes 
to a lawyer,’ Mr. Shepherd 
writes in his message to the 
profession in the current Texas 
Bar Journal. 
“He has heard of lawyers’ fees 

substantial amounts and, 


volved or what work was done 
in such cases, he is fearful that 
if he consults'a lawyer he may 
incur liability for some such 
amount.” 

Declaring that “we must dis- 
pel that fear” and suggesting 
the Bar in each community es- 


haps three or five dollars fo. 


“We could then persuade the 
great mass of the people to 
consult a lawyer at a time when 
it would serve the best purpose 


Then, to a greater degree than 
we would be dis- 


|Our profession and we would be 
|rendering a greater service to 











the public. 


Vanderbilt to Address 
Essex Bar 


A regular meeting of the Es- 


sex County Bar Association will} 


be held Monday, November 18, 
1946 at 8:00 P. M. at the Mili-| 
tary Park Hotel. The speaker} 
will be Honorable Arthur T. 
Vanderbilt who will talk on 
Modern Legal Education. 

The fcllowing amendments to 


the Constitution will be pre 


sented: 
1. An amendment adding to! 
Article III the following section: 
“Section 4. Any member of| 
the Bar of New Jersey resid-| 
ing or practicing within New} 


Jersey shall be eligible to as-| 


Suciate membership. Associate 
members shall be entitled to 
all the privileges of active 


members, excepting the right} 


and hold office, but 
they may be appointed as 
members of the 
committees of the Assoiation.” 
committees of the Association.” 
It has been suggested that 
such an amendment is adopted, 
the Trustees might charge As- 
sociate members, dues in the 
amount of $5.00 per year. 
2. An amendment adding to 
Article IV the following section: 
“Section 3. The Delegate| 
of this Association to the} 
House of Delegates of the)! 
American Bar Association 
shall be elected at the annual 
meeting of this Association 
by a majority of the mem- 
bers present, and the Delegate 
Shall serve for a term of two 
years and until his successor 
shall have been elected. In 
the event that the Delegate 
selected is unable for any 
reason to perform his duties, 
the President or Vice-Presi- 
dent of the Association shall 
serve in his place and stead.” 
On December 10, 1946. at the 
opening of the term of the Su- 
preme Court in this circuit, 
there will be an informal cere- 
mony at the Essex County Court 
House to introduce to members 
of the local Judiciary, attorneys 
admitted to the bar of the State 
of New Jersey in 1946 who are 
either residing or practicing 
in this county. 


te vote 





| Bros. Marble Co. v. U. S. Ex rel Gibson, 213 U. S. 10, 
101 N. J. 


575. Harmina vs. Shay, 


53 L. Ed. 


E. 273. Our Court of Errors 


in| 


standing | 


if | 


Purposes of Study of 
Are Discussed 


Suggestive Questions Are 
by Dean to Which Survey 
May Bring Answers 


Urbana, Ill. (CCNS)—Iing 
tries find it to their adyap, 
to make frequent studies ,; 
whether their products sg: 
consumers’ wants and whe 
vheir markets can be broads, 

How much greater 
need for self-appraisa! in 
fession where the priman 
phasis is not on a produc 
upon service! 


the American Bar Assc 
section of Legal Edu 
which originated the play 
/a@ comprehensive survey of 
profession shortly to be un 
itaken under the associa 

| auspices. 

Objective, Critical Study 

As explained by Alber 
| Harno, dean of law at thet 
| versity of Illinois, 
which is to be financed joiy 
|by the association and the ( 
|negie Corporation, will con 
tute an objective and crit 
|study of the American lay 
}an appraisal of his we 
|well as his points of s 
|of his potentialities for 
}as well as actual servi 
| No exhaustive stat« 
bag ground to be cov 
yet possible, the dea 
}out, for that must a 
appointment of a di 
the study and the org 
of his undertaking, 
guestions for which 
| will seek answers mig 
| following: 
| Suggestive Questions 

1. What is the rol 
| lawyer and his handi 
|law, in a free society 

2. Was de Tocqué ville 
|in his observations on 
| fession? 

3. If apropos a century: 
are his statements pertiz 
today? 

4. What contributic 
jand iawyers make to the bk 
principles of a democracy 
| ciet y and in the on-going 
|cesses of a free people 

5. What does the lawyeré 
What are his potentialities | 
service? Can the American pf 
ple dispense with his service 
Is Profession Essential? 

6. Is it essential to the é 
idurance of a_ democt 
form of government < 
|people that the servi 
;highly trained Bar al 
bunals 
| diciary to 
members of that societ ? 
7. Are the ethics of . 
fession in word and deed ¥: 
they should be? 

8. Are the lawyer's ser 
adequately distributed 
they available only to t 
can pay for them? 

9. Is the _ profession 
crowded? If it is, what is 
solution? 

10. Is the lawyer’s 
adequate? Do the scope : 
content of the course of © 
offered by the present day 4 
schools operate as res 
on the attitudes and outio0: 
lawyers? 

Not Idle Questions 

Such questions as these, “ 
mented Dean Harno, alt - 
from being idle ones. 
have been expressed a 
again, and with articu late 
phasis in recent years. 

“We as lawyers should he 
to know the answers to 
those who are devoting ‘* 





b 


educas 


gain 4 


the 


\ppron 


pmplet 


e api 


ivilege 
? beh: 


nerou 
origag: 


selves to legal education, i if 
are to develop enlightened # 
purposeful programs, shoul 
have the answers; and 
American people should ™ 
them.” 


the Court could enter a fina! decree. See also Brinkerhoff v. | 


Franklin 21 N. J. E. 334, 336-337. And in the second place, he | 224 Appeals, however, has not regarded such a condition as a 


aoe S | Waiver of the right of appeal,.and has reviewed rulings on special 
thought that unless a condition was imposed, the defendant} , 
would not be bound by the Court’s decision and could collater- | .c. Geach v. Colt, 128 N. J. E. 495. Duke v. Duke, 70 
ally attack the Court’s jurisdiction over him in another proceed-| ° ; r 
ing. In this too, he was in error, for the law is well settled that | ” sig ee = ag gg i ar ae 
a party is estopped under the doctrine of res adjudicata from | 144 with condition, serves no useful purpose, and merely creates 
challenging the jurisdiction over him if his objection has been | useless gener work. -Cint.cles ahaueh ce ts cannes tes “oe 
presented and overruled. John sagpeang Co. bs ‘eur’ 3 N. J-| webs of the law”, which unnecessarily obstruct the administra- 
L. 612; Chicago Life Insurance Co. + aie | tion of justice. The law on the subject should be. clarified for 
Moreover, if Vice Chancellor Emery were right, the effect of | all courts. The Federal Rules of Civil Procedure have gone a 
a conditional appearance would he to deprive a defendant of | long way to solve this problem. Rule 12; Orange Theatre Cor- 
the right of appeal on the question cf jurisdiction. Cf. Davidson poration v. Rayherstz Co. 139 Fed. 2nd 871 (1944). 


Announcement 


Carl J. Yagoda announcés 
removal of his office to ™ 
emy Building, 17 Academy 
Newark 2, N. J. 
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ly Of Wipecisions in the Law of Private Corporations not to pay dividends in good Majority Verdict in Criminal Case Heightens 
sed 2 \faith, they cannot by virtue of ° 

. Interest in Efforts to 


continued from page 3) 





es. js fundamental that the 
swers existence of corporate 

; from which a dividend 
'S)—Ing igwfully be paid does nut 
advarjmeate the directors to de- 
idies .,Jye and pay a dividend. Even 
cts seam respect to preferred shares 
d whip normally within the dis- 
broade on of corporate directors 
or i, Mgetermine whether available 
+; GB: shall be distributed to 
~~ * Mil nareholders in the form of 
rods Mgridend or retained by the 


gation. ‘There are, how- 
several exceptions to this 
The discretion of the di- 
rs may be overriden by a 





ts under stipulated circum- 
ces. The articles of incor- 
tion may. by express pro- 
i). make it mandatory upon 
directors to pay dividends 
surplus or net earnings 
available.” A court of 
y will on occasions order 
payment of dividends, if 
nds that, in withholding 
fends, the directors have 
dsed their discretion arbi- 











r v. Waltham Watch ¢ 
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te requiring dividend pay- | 


‘been exercising their discretion 


this postponement equitably di- 
vert to the common shares 
earnings which otherwise would 
| necessarily have gone to the 


trarily or have acted in bad} 


faith and oppressively.” 


Although the latitude of di- 
rectors with respect to accumu-| 
lating corporate earnings by| 


i on-cumulative 
not declaring dividends is ex-| Ger this theory n a 


bens We Mo ane eee |preferred shares differ from 
that, when they ultimately do a — ——— bo | 
decide to exercise their discre-| ‘pat va iduea Gee 
tion in favor of a dividend dis- Sith respect to years in which 
tribution of all or part of the | the preference is not earned: 
accumulated earnings, they cal|pit to the extent that the 
completely disregard the rights amount of the preference is 
nollie reg Bh a earned, a credit accrues to such 
iaeedin tak Gana id f preferred shares which must be 
idend’s had been paid trom year! satisfied, before dividends may 


to year as earned. There is . 
Laney : thereafter be paid on the com- 
some authority to the effect mon shares. 


that when directors do elect} ; th dividiens 
to distribute dividends based| 19. applying the dividen 
credit rule it becomes impor- 


ee ee eee tant to determine annually the 


fapportion such dividends Z : 
sin the nahi i of the va-| fund lawfully available for div- 


rious classes of shares in ac- idends, as the oe = 
cordance with the principles OMly with — to “. = 
which would have governed if og the edera 


the earnings had been distri- 


buted annually instead of ac- not accrue 


that a credit does 
with respect to annual earnings 


cumulated. This is known as f ee “inna ae 
the “dividend credit theory.”* |} suc cadet iors | 
J sail licati insufficient to offset a cap-| 
The b cabe-petinpallin. ications of ital impairment resulting from 
the dividend credit theory jocsses in prior years.” The | 


have been in New Jersey with 
|respect to the rights of the 
holders of non-cumulative pre- 
|ferred shares. Let us suppose 
that a corporation, at its in- 
|ception, issues 10009 common 
shares and _ 1000 _ preferrcd 
shares the holders of which are 
j}entitled to a “non-cumulative” 
|preference of $5 per share as 
|to dividends; that during each 
|of the first five years of its ex- 
|istence the corporation has net 
jearnings of $10,000; and that 
| the directors, year by year, 
| elect to pay no dividends until 
| the end of the fifth year by 
| which time net earnings of 
1$50,000 wili have accumulated. 
May the directors at this point 
llawfully pay a dividend of $5 
per share on the preferred 
shares, and $45 (or some lesser 
amount in excess of $5) per 
share on the common shares? 
The New Jersey courts say 
“no.” Their reasoning is that, 
even where the directors have 


following year the New Jersey | 
courts held that, for the pur-| 
pose of determining dividend | 
credits of shareholders in a cor-| 
poration with many subsidi- | 
aries, the annual net earnings | 
should not be based upon 4a/| 
consolidated statement of all} 
of the companies but should be! 
confined to the net income of }1 
the parent corporation, includ-| 
ing therein dividends received’ 
by the parent company from 
its subsidaries during a given | 
fiscal year regardless of wheth-| 
er the subsidiaries had earned 
the dividends in the year in| 
which they were paid or inj} 
prior years.” This refusal to| 
pierce the corporate veil was 
favorable to the shareholders’ 
claiming dividend credits. In} 
1936, for example, the corpora- 
tion would have had a deficit} 
of over $1,000,000 ‘and hence 
no dividend credit would have} 
arisen for that year), if it had} 
not received close to $5,000,000) 
in dividends from its subsidiar-| 


| 











—— Sopa Nees ies. The corporation contended 

te 2 , that the dividends paid to it 

7 ; fhe Distribution | Dy its subsidiaries in 1936 ex-| 
Pa I 


ceeded the earnings of the sub-| 
sidiaries for that year, and that! 











to the extent that the divi-| 









Specialists 


ARTHUR 
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New Jersey Division of 
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'dends were paid out of earn-| 
ings of the subsidiaries of pre-| 


LAW PRINTERS | saan years, api ihe not to| 


|}; be included as part of the par-! 
;}ent company’s net earnings for 
| 1936. This contention would be 
lcorrect if the parent company 
land its subsidiaries were re- 
|garded as comprising a single 
junit or enterprise, a conclusion 
| which for this purpose the 
court refused to accept. 

It is frequently stated by 
|courts and text-writers that if 


W. CROSS, INC. 











|the directors of a corporation 





|declare a dividend and com- 











It is not enough for a 





to merely say that he 
wife and children. 


oe, 





them independence ev 
be lost to them. 









MEN ARE KNOWN BY THEIR DEEDS! 


He must prove it conclusively by providing 
sound protection for them—enough to give 


Life insurance will provide that safeguard. 


She PruDenNTIAL 


ONSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA 
A mutus!l life msurance compeny 
HOME OFFICE 


| municate their action to the 
|shareholders, the latter hereby 
|become “creditors” of the cor- 
|poration to the extent of the 
|declared dividend. This is not 
ja strictly accurate concept for, 
jalthough there is some author- 
lity to the contrary, shareholders 
| should not be permitted to ex- 
jtract funds from the corpora- 
|tion to the detriment of its 
|real creditors, if the surplus 


family’s breadwinner 
has great love for his 


Philadelphia, Pa. (CCNS) 
‘Acquittal of a defendant on one 


non-cumulative preferred. Un-| count and his conviction on 


another by what was discovered 
to have been a majority verdict 
has quickened interest of the 
legal profession here in move- 
ments designed to raise the in- 
telligence level of local juries. 

Judge Thomas Bluett ruled 
the verdict would have to stand 
because the complaining juror 
did not register her dissent be- 
fore the finding was recorded. 
In fact it was the next day be- 
fore tne juror in question re- 


Improve Jury Quality 


ported that she intended to vote 
“guilty” on the count on which 
defendant was acquitted but 
was never given a chance by 
the foreman to do so. 

The foreman in turn ex- 
plained that he honestly be- 
lieved it was majority rule on 
a jury as in an election. If he 
had heard the judge charge 
that the verdict must be un- 
animous he had not understood 
it he said. Court attaches said 
it was understood the foreman 
quit polling the jury when he 
found seven were in agreement. 





dividend declaration is that the 
directors have thereby exercised 
their discretion as to the dis- 
tribution of the necessary funds 
to the shareholders in the form 
of a dividend. Hence such a 
|declaration should be _ irrevoc- 








district able, and should be operative 
New Jersey decided |jf, or even when, the funds are 


available. But the directors do 
jnot have discretion to sanction 
dividend payments which the 
law forbids, and therefore the 
;declaration should create im- 
;mediate rights in the share- 
holders only when the required 
funds are lawfully available. 
Accordingly, the position of a 
shareholder with respect to a 
declared dividend is materially 
different from that of a “cred- 
jitor,’ whose right to payment 
;Of the debc due him is unquali- 
fied and who may even have 
recourse to bankruptcy proceed- 
jings if payment is not made 
when due. 

This erroneous concept of a 
shareholder as a “creditor” of 
his own corporation with re- 
spect to a declared dividend re- 
cently led the New York courts 
to reach a conclusion adverse 
to the shareholder’s interest. Tn 
1906 H. C. Lloyd became share- 
holder of record of one hun- 
dred preferred shares in the 
defendant corporation. Some- 
time between 1906 and 1913 he 
transferred the shares to one 
Jaques, apparently by a trans- 
fer of the endorsed certificate, 
but this transfer was not re- 
corded on the corporate books. 
In 1913 Jaques died and the 
certificate was turned over to 
his son, Thomas L. Jaques. The 
latter retained the certificate 
in his vault up to the time of 
his death in 1931. Between 1914 
and 1922 various dividends were 
declared on these shares but 
not paid (though received by 
other shareholders), because the 
corporation could not locate H. 
C. Lloyd; it did not become 
aware until 1938 that the shares 
had been transferred by him. 
In an action by the executor 
of Thomas L. Jaques (who was 
owner of the shares at the 
time of the dividends in ques- 


tion) to recover the dividends, 
the court gave judgment for the 
defendant corporation on the 
ground that the shareholder 
had become a creditor by virtue 
of the dividend declarations 
and that as such his claim was 
barred by the running of the 
applicable statute of limita- 
tions." This is an unfortunate 
decision. It may well be that 
if a shareholder omits for an 
unreasonably long interval to 
collect the dividends to which 
he is entitled, the corporation 
should be upheld in resisting 
ultimate payment if it can show 
that his lack of diligence re- 
sulted in hardship to the cor- 
poration. But automatically to 
deprive him of his share of the 
corporate profits by super-im- 
posing a statute of limitations 
upon a dubious “creditor” con- 
cept smacks of mechanical jur- 
isprudence 








(Continued next week) 
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j}upon which the dividend dec- 
|laration was premised becomes. 
|or is discovered to have been, 
|non-existent after the declara- 
|tion of the dividend but before 
payment. A preferable analysis 
of the effect of a communicated 


en should he himself 


29 See Lich C 
evpra, note 25 
30. See Cintas 


Foundry Co., supra, 
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LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICEs 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 2 \TE OF NEW JER a Patt hancery A-166 STATE OF NEW JERSE STATE OF NBW 
DEPARTMENT OF TE {TMENT OF $1 ra EE SHERIFF'S SALE—Iin Chancery of New RIMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF 
ARGON seri eh A a se Suracy. Joseph F . ¢om- : TE OF DISS “ION | CERTIFICATE OF Dts 


nts may PT o m these : ; ne nant, and ng sont i divi ; who these pr ts may come 
i I Gr 








has 
14, 


to 
Dissol ution 


issuing of this. Cert ate tion. a j ah & DE. of this C : 
NOW THEREFORE sloyd Marsh, | 0! Sheffield Street; ce ru long | PREF( LI B. 


tes 


 twenty- | 3 £ ent w 
lution p ne € ; nence South | e disso! of corpe ration, 
corporation, X- | ie} ROT Beg or fia aia | ei ix grees gk minutes East “ote y ] ° kholde rs thereof, 
stockholders thereof, | -onse ; : f pete enty-six fee nine yo hundredtks | + h said ns and the record of the 
v st ind the record of the | aforesaid ar , . ; ee rer ee ; thence Nort! yenty-two degrees | | z gs aforesaid s now on file in my 
proceedings af ai are now on file in|, rovide gee = . aia ight x 1 : +ig oe 5 and ten | sai ff J i by law. on a ’ 
my said ice provided by law. N "IMON WHEPREOP ; | hundr t of : ‘ : thence North eight N TESTIMO> WHEREOF, I G ‘17 , 
IN TESTIMONY WHDPREOF, I ie TE STIMONY | WHERE os Bg seven minutes East eighteen | a hereto se hand and af- Et oi: wi ayn 
have hereto set my hand and af- my hal mc ae ee ( e hundredths of a foot: and! c fixed ss = offi ra 
fixea my ¢fficial seal, at Trenton, is First ae Nok nher A yp. | thence has ‘th, ove degree and fifty min- | t} Wiiakannth’ 
Thirtieth day of October, ; thousand’ nine undred and| Utes West and passing along the West side | +». One aes sand nine hundred » 
thousand nine hundred forty-six ae ~ | ef the frame house standing in the lot | and forty- | rty 
LLOYD B. MARSH adjcining the above-described premises on LLOYD bh “MARSH, LLOY D ie MAR 
| ¢ 
| 


my offici seal, at Trenton, | rt 
Twenty eighth day of October, ni Ninetee 


psnonee 





ix i 
MARSH, | LLOYD |B. MAR! ; |} the east, thirty-nine feet sixty-five hun- Secretary of Stute | retary 
State. | —Nov. 7, 14, 21 , ‘ ;dredths of a foot to the line of Eighth|L.J.—-Oct. 31. Nov. 7, 14 SOV 14. %, 
$16.80! ve : nee Avenue and the place of Beginning. Pena Eis 
| Being the same premises conyeyed 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY the parties of | TATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEV 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY DEPARTMPNT OF STATE | .,Brirk known and designated as No. DEPARTMENT. OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF 
DEPARTMBPNT OF STATE CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Eighth Avenue, Newark, New Jersey. CDRTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | CERTIFICATE OF 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION To all to whom these presents may come, Ihe aporoxiinate amount of the Decree|To all to whom these presents may come, rae ksea. 
To all to whom these presents may come Greeting: to be satisfied by said sale is the sum of Greetin — af nee SReeeS Tent 
Grecting: WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfac- | theusand fifty-nine dollars and ninety- WHEREAS, It appears to my _ satisfac- | WHERGAS 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfac-|tion, by culy authenticated record of the]0@ cents ($9,059.91), together with the/tion, by duly authenticated record of the | ,,; by duly au i ; 
tior, by duly authenticated record of the] proceedings for the voluntary dissolution Sts of this — proceedings for the voluntary dissolution | |, ait 5 ec 
proceedings for the voluntary dissolution | thereof by the unanimous consent of all the Newark, N Octcber 21, 1946. thereof by the unanimous consent of all the Phetcnr hy ‘the are Mi 
thereof by the unanimous consent of all the | stockhclders, deposited in my office, that WILLIAM ix’ BUTLER 3D, Sheriff. _| stovkholders, deposited in my office, that tockhol ee 
stockholders, deposited in my office, that VANDERPOOL ESTATES, oseph Kahrs, Solicitor. $22.68 CARLAN REALTY CORPORATION | Btoc holders, 
ESSEX TAVERN, INC. INCORPORATED | L.J.—Oct. 31, Nov. 7, 14, 21 a corporation of this State. whose principal | 
a corporation of tate, whose principal a corporation of this State, whose principal | office ‘is situated at No. 466 Clinton Avenne, | om 
office is situated a . 60 Park Place, in| office is situated at No. 744 Broad St., in semaiiar os a OF DECREASE OF lin the City of Newark, County of Essex, |‘ 
the City Newark, County of Essex, the City of Newark, County of Essex, | CAPITAL STOCK OF State of New Jersey, (Car! Zuckerberg, | 
State of New Jersey (Moe M. Fast, being | State of New Jersey, (Waldron M. Ward, HOME SALBDS CORP. being the gent wierein and in charge |, 
the agent therein and in charge thereof,| being the agent therein and in charge| To Waomente May Concern:— thereof, upon whom process may be served), 
upon whom process may be served), has/ thereof, upon whom process may be served), HOME -ES CORP., a corporation of|has complied with the requirements of Title 
complied with the req lirements of Title 14, | has complied with the requirements of Title | New ioe vy, whose principal office was No | 14, Corporations, General, of Revised Stat- 
Corporations Gencra of Revised Statutes Corporations, General, of Revised Stat- | 60 Lockwood Stree t wh business | utes of New Jersey. preliminary to the | 
of New Jersey, ninary to the issuing | utes New Jersey, preliminar to the! office is ms No. 353 Springfield | iesuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. : See 
of this Certificate Dissolution. su of this Certificate of Dissolution Avenue, N x, Ne ow Jersey, (Registered NOW THEREFORE, I, Lloyd B. Marsh, Rom Th i REF ORE, 














DISS 





ipon whom process 
d with the 


NOW THEREFORE, I, Lloyd B. Marsh, N Y THEREFORE, I, Lloyd B. Marsh, | Agent: Gennett), has decreased | Secretary of Sté r the State of New 
Secretary of # - » State of New/Secretary of State of the State of New | its nes d pi utstandin g common capital Jersey, Do areby Ce y that the said 
Jersey, Do -by Certify that the said], -y, Do ‘reby Certify that the said k m 138 shares without nominal or! corporation d, I t Twenty-fourth day 
corporatien ; 1 Thirtieth day ‘or ion on the First day of Novem- | par le t shares without nomir ra! or!of October, ile i my office a duly 
October, 1946, file ir y office a duly ex 1946, fi in my office a duly executed | par alue, h a decrease of its capital execr ‘ted n ttested nsent in writing to 
ecuted and attested consent in writing an attested consent in wriiing to the! ,119.8% $15,660.00 The de- ne dissolution of 1 corperation, executed 
the dissolution of said corporation, executed | dissolution of said cerporation, executed by | > hs or ffected by retiring 38] by all 1¢ «© stockholders, thereof, which 
by all the stockholders eof, which said} all the stockholders thereof which said | of yr inal or par value, and the| >nser ar 1 cord of the 
consent and the record f the proceedings | consent and the record ¢ proceedir 1u } corporation from stock- | di for id ar on file in 
aforesvid gre now on file in my said office | aforesaid are now on file in my said office Ider f sai ar which Shares | saic ) : ~ ¢ law. 
as provided by . {as provided by law. | car £ i Sai ase as | {fe > s December 31, 1946. 

IN TE STIMONY WHBPREOF, IN TPSTIMONY WHEREOF, been declared by lutior f ie { N TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
have hereto set my _ he I f- have hereto s¢ my hear and af ) ( isable | 
fixed my offi ial seal, at Trenton, | . official seal, Trenton, « y thar ty wo-thirds in| fixe Y ficial mi, Trenton, 
this Thirtieth lay of tober, | i y day I ber, A.D., | irter i stockholder rs havi voting pow- 
A.D., one thousand nine hundred | (Sea! ne t isand nine hundred ar . meeting aited yo the Board of 
and forty-six rty-six for that pose, all in accord ame forty ix 
LLOYD B. MARSH, sLOY : | ance wit! An Act C rr ‘orporations | LLOYD B. MARSH, 
Secretary of tate, Secret f te. (Revisic f 96), -rsey Secretary of State 


L.J Nev. 7, 14, 21 a 
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1946 
STATE OF NEW JE RSE x | STATE OF NEW JERSEY ° PHILIP ‘ETTINGE ee RS 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE ‘PARTMENT OF STATE "President DEPARTMENT OF STATD | D 
CERTIFICATE OF NISSOLU TION E , SSOLUTION UCH TOSCANO ERTIFICATE OF DISSOL TION ER Me 1¢ ATE 
’ presents may come, l ’ these presents ly ¢ i y 1. 40 hom these presente may come, | 2 
14, 21 seqeeee ; . ‘ 


[ENT OF 





my satisfac HEREAS, It ar ppears to my satisfs 
cated record of the/ tion, by duly enticated record ¢ 1e TAT > NEW 
dissolution | proceedings f t ‘ voluntary di ars tion I PARTM! NT OF i 
r of ali the ereof by the unenimous consent of al e TIFICATE OF JISSOI PION 
SSB) it maw “aMine. shat | ctosich 3 Stead’ 4 Semis t ! \TE OF DI SOLUTIO 
FLAVOR E (ULSION COMPANY GIBDINS TEU SL COMPANY Snantina>” Pee Me Spee mee 
poration of tat we principal) a ¢ rat of this State, whese neipal . 
215 St., is situate No 60 Rosevil 
Co aty sse I y f -wark, Count 


ZO | i. faltz, | . State of New Je (Edward I 


satisfac- | With 


I 
Revised 
ry to the 
of this Certif e of Dissolution. | issning ¢ s C 
rHEREFORE, Liovd B. Marsh, | NOW, THERE! OR} 
of State of ! ; f New] Secretary of State the 
Do leret ‘ertif rat 1 a € y, Y, reby Certif y that 
or on the Thirtieth day fi cor ‘ lid, [wenty-tift 
in my office a duly , 
consent in 
thereof 
of the 
in my 


WHEREOF, ; rE STIMONY. 
hat and af- ave ercto set 
1 Trenton, | fixed mv officia 
Octolw | this Twenty-fift! 
ndred ! (Seal d one thousa 
] and forty-six , " Me PTeenty-ninth @ 
LLOYD MARS IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF s peer w thi isand 
tary of Stat hax ton } j ‘ e_ | a : ‘ 
$12.80 | L.3.—Nor 14, be aalsgdesk ce les ‘ < AMARSH, 


14 








OF NEW JERSEY $T ATE OF NE Ww JERSEY 
THE VOLUNTARY | PARTME NT STATE 
)F HARTSHORN | > OF ; are al 
JERSEY CORPORATION | 70 all to whom these presents ‘may come, Secretar State. STATE OF NEW JERSE} 
I PETITION - oO YER eting i OT ’ ’ A ‘i - ON 
i iene ag ‘en to the Court “HERTAS - _—__—— —_—_— . CERTIFIC ATE OF DISSOLUTI 
WARNER DO RE MU s, Solicitor 
‘etitioners, Cora artshorn, Dora 
Stewart artshor —,. hereof us ns ant the | ; record of the | Proceed 
H. Werner. oremnus, 4 . us ( ers, ted m e. that} e ,. purr COR PROS | : elas — Gece } ange b ; 
1 ‘Dissotution coher \itsing ced a ation of this State, whose principal |Of the u : Sx r said de-|of by ins an =. ad WELDING F AR RIC “ATING 
c srein that T- | offi i ceased, not by giver he cred- Jers, ae oe it office, that @ corporation 
Corperation . 7 oe 3¢ to the! ; COR POR: x TION. fine la ait 
Mage! the law of| <x. State eer. Sohene 7 NeTeros int ath or affirmation, their|a corporation of this State, whose _ ei oe St., in t ie . 
the State cf Ne Tse} aving its prin : € ir st the estate of poner is Bik bh nis L sex, t 
cipal office i » of business at Casino | charg hereof, upon whem months from this | the | Peis “ “ 2 State Lawrence, “bein ng 
Buildiz - 








| Greet 
| October 14, 1946 | a t whom these presents may come, | WHERE AS, 
}ESTATE OF EL L E N SMITH deceased. Greeting: | - — tion, by 
uar of GE ORG = H ~KEAS, ype to my _ satis- aa 
fact by « au 


complied wit : g e, J barred from | ¢ ow Jersey rence M. } er, being | charge th: 
14 : a Mosher ion : ) | prosecu ecovering the same against | th n herein at n charge thereof, 
at . ’ it : y served), 
t THE HOW: » SAVINGS | complie vitt . t ements of 
sed ep refi Riseciation Rene INSTITUTION 14 rporati ; of Revised at- 
{TSHORN ESTATE that the same | THERE iP ORE, I, 11 . Marsh, & SORG, Procters vba yee ersry, preliminary 140 She | Dissolutio 
ee aK TSHORY, and all of the stock- | Secretar) Es if » Stat f New] & a Sieg | issuive this aa — of Dissolu ition. NOW THER EFORE, 
intere f the said corporation } aid |: 2 ou : 4 4 2 THE R LEF E, I, Lloyd B. Marsh, | secretary of Stat 
and having there- , of | L Z woe. 24, 3i, Nov. 7, 14, m Secretary of State f the State of New| Jersey, Do He reby Certi 
the Secretary ef | Novemb 846, file in ; ic ly | se] Hereby Certify that the 1 corporation did, < 
Jersey said ‘con- | ¢ so naan an | ESTATD OF STANLEY GOLAB STAN-| corporation did, on ixteenth day of | November. 1946. 
in accordance | th lution of rper n, exe 1} ISLAW GOLUB). deceased. ctober, 1946, file in my; “office a duly eX- | ¢xeeuted 
such case y all the =} ; thereof, whict | NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT id attested consent in writing te|te the 4 
ry - > Notice is hereby given that the accounts | ‘di is tion of said corporation, executed 
aforesaid gre now on fil ny Ss fice | Of the subse riber, Administratrix of the/| by al he stockholders tnereof, which said 
suer certificate | as provided by law. Jestate cf STANLEY GOLAB (or STAN- | cons nd ord of the proceedings 0 fo i : 
his hand and the | P IN TESTIMONY Ww HE R BOF, 1 ISLAW GOLUB) deceased, will be audited | af j r n file in my said office as) satc a a rovided 
Jer hereupon have ' t my hat if i stated by the 1ogate and reported / provided a “ N TES TIM( ae 
< ivantees= fixed ial 7 settlement to the Orphans’ Court of} ? Tr :STIMONY WHEREOF, nave 
aay f November, 1946, his Secon Jovy _| the County of Essex on Tuesday, the 17th lave y hand an 
1) " f 1ousand 1e hh d | day ‘December next. | fixed 1 
and forty-six . | Dated: October 16, 1946 we i 
LLOY D MARSH, ee ZUZANNA GLOMB 
a n, Stat ROSPOND & ROSPOND, Proctors 
Mat tshorn, Les- id Moe. ‘ $1 11 Commerce Street 
Doremus ; | Newark 2, N. J. 
i corpor- L.J — et. Be. a Dee. T S8 Se. 
hereof; ESTATE OF WILLIAM S. WOOD, ce 
there- NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT | October 14, 1946) ESTATE AARON d 
. a ans said Notice is hereby given that the accounts | ESTA’ DAVID MAGNUSON,  de- SOTICE OF SETTI 
Dissolution ar said of th e subscriber, % istees of the rust cea y ren th 
HAR TSHOR N EST a for the benefit of : pt A I van } rder o H. 
It - Att R E D } this orde: | i . nnder the last Vill ar ests Surr > Cot y 
vew j J al 1 WILLIAM 8S. WOOD, dece i ex, this day made, t 
eee ‘en ‘ e audited and stated by s jt u Jer rsigned, Administr of 
report for settl h ms 3 i 
Court the Cx J f EB credi f sai deceased, to exhibit 
1 I 17th day mber| the s ‘fr under oath cr affirmatio 
next heir a demands against the} t t< 945 
Dated: October 30, 1946 € said deceased, within six months | :¢ NEWARK TRUST 
FI =DE RAL TRUST C 0} MPANY is date, or they will be forever | I F NI Ww — N. J. n 
» | EDWARD A. FAUI t i from prosecuting recovering the > Mer r - er. z 
oF IP iH ANT | LINDABURY, STEELMAN & I APF RBY, | le ageinst the s ibe f: Nationa ank of Newark HARRY 
Chancellor Proctors j RAY MOND B. STILBS |R xe R ry RSH s SRER, rocto Execv — 
24 Ccmmerce Street | 702 Broad Street 17 Bromd Street 31 cl 
elow, V. C. Newark 2, N. J. , | Bloemfield, N. J. oes . ee 
7, 14, $13.86) LJ —Nov. 7, 14, 31, 26, Dee. 5 id J. . 17, 24, 31, Nov. "4, 14 a pe * 81, Nov. 
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sai LEGAL NOTICES DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS | It does not seem probable | bruzzese to serve him profes- 
—) opagqeaiengedll that Gelber would enter into/sionally in representing this de- 
TE OF St OF BTarE STATUTE OF FRAUDS—An or- March 1944 to give complain-|an agreement to rent Rosselli’s | fendant. The solicitors filed an 
RTiF! TE OF DISSOLUTION al agreement to enter into a| ants a lease for a term of 5|store when Rosselli was still in}answer on behalf of the non- 
ee lease of real property is un- years at a rental of $220 per/it and he did not know when!resident defendant and com- 
EREAS enforceable under the statute month for the store occupied by| he would get possession. But as-|plainants now move to strike 
“ of frauds. them and the adjoining store|suming he did, when was Rosselli|the answer. 
ay STAUTE OF FRAUDS—FRAUD then occupied by one Roselli. {supposed to be out, when was One of the grounds urged is 
REX Refusal to abide by an oral’ Gelber pleads the statute of|the 5 year term to begin, what|that since there is no treaty at 
it promise to enter into a lease frayds. Under that statute an| Was to be the rent until Rossellijpresent between the United 
re of real property, for a reason agreement to make a lease js|Surrendered possession. What|States and Italy, the Italian 
3 i” arising after the promise was 4 contract relating to lands and|Were the other terms of the|consui has no prerogative right 
I made, does not constitute|the statute reauires that such} lease. The agreement is far too|or privilege to intervene on be- 
e such fraud as will overcome an agreement must be in writ-| indefinite for specific perform-j|half of this defendant except 
; the provisions of the statute! jno etc. But complainants con-| nce. by express or specific authority 
State of the N of frauds. tend equity will not permit the} Complainants contend their! from her. 
aes ; STAUTE OF FRAUDS — When se of the statute to perpetrate|renting of 179 was in part per-| he consul does not profess to 
part performance is relied on 4 fraud. They assert that some/formance of the agreement and, have any direct and explicit 
to take an agreement out of months after the agreement|takes the agreement out ofj|authorization from the absent 
the statute, the existence of (;elber changed his mind and|the statute. To _ substantiate; defendant. The court is assured 
the agreement must be con- qdecided to put his son-in-law,| this position complainants must| that if the Consul receives noti- 
vincingly proved and the per-|the defendant herein, in the|prove there was an agreement | fication from the defendant 
formance must be exclusively store; that it was Gelbers duty|and thai their act was exclus- | that she does not require his 
referable to the agreement. tg notify complainants of his/ively referrable to that agree- aid, his solicitors will promptly 
SPLCIFIC PERFORMANCE — ‘change of mind. that he re-|-went. The court is satisfied; withdraw. 
Specific performance will not’ mained silent until Oct. 1945| however that complainants un-| Italy has deputed consuls to 
7 be granted unless the exist- thereby inducing complainants|derstood their could be nog; this country who are now Offici- 
ence and terms of the con- to rely on the oral agreement,|agreement until Rosselli had | ating under the exequatur of 
ea tract are clearly proved. and that his purpose in so do-|Moved and _ therefore they|our government. The mission 
TE —Specific performance will not jng was to lull complainants! *isked the $150 expenditure in|of the consul is to protect the 
be decreed against a party into ga false sense of security|the hope Rosselli would move|rignts and interests of the in- 
who is not in a position to yntil it was too for them|so thai they could then get a/dividuals of his nation. Such 
perform it. to be able to find another place|lease from Gelber. |a commission cannot be per- 
Digested from an Opinion by!anq thus remove them from Since the testimony as to | formed if he is denied the priv- 
A Fielder V. C. rendered Nov. 4, competition with hi son-in-law.| Whether there was an agree-jilege of asserting those rights 
1926, In Chancery of New Jer-| Complainants prove that on| Ment leaves the court in doubt, in our “sega , 
sey. Between Grabow et al and Dec. 30. 1944 they secured a/|2#md since the terms thereof are In the absence of specific 
Gelber et al. For complainants ).,%. of 179 Spring St. a store not complete, specific perform-|tuthorization to act as the per- 
-~—Coult, Satz, Morse & Coult.)~S°*, 7 ofS SESS ee ee —lanee should not be decreed scnal agent of his national, and 
For defendant: Gelber-Mack- GHECUY SCrOSS We Susert, 10K | ewer if sucl jeer is rj/in the absence of a treaty, a 
ant : pe eat a even if such decree is not) y; 
erly & Friedman (Isadore Glau-|1¥? Years; With i 1°! barred by the statute of frauds.|consul duly recognized by our 
berman of counsel). For defend- rcs iy 3 ae prs There is one further point. | government has, under the 
ft ants Levin et al — Kessler & ia ie ge wesandens Rosselli is still in possession un-{Principles of international law, 
he BCSsier. They assert they rented this|4er a claim of right. It would!the authority and the privilege 
: Complainants are the occu- 4.:2. because Gelber’s agree-|therefore be idie to direct Gel-|to represent his fellow country- 
bp i pants of a store at 178 Spring pastel to tent. 2 repeat adjoining ber to execute a lease including, men in the Court of Chancery 
Pherae St.. Newton. The defendani pac nog piey wonsdatiieiean Rosseili’s store because he is not,0f our state. 
said are now on Gelb is the owner of the upon the securing of another|i2 @ position to fulfill such de- The answer does not impugn 
STIMONY WHEREOF 9) . Their occupancy start- wieises tos Sinael om thew and | eree. the right to a partition. I¢ 
gt Ee ge d with a lease for two years|(.) or each contributed one half| The other defendants filed Solely projects the propriety of 
nty-ninth day of Octl jiring April 30, 1944 which, ~ yes ne — a = ~ answer alleging they have Physical partition as against a 
— tained the privilege of re- pes aga —_ pe em = ean leased the entire building and Sale in lieu thereof which under 
Pen. I 1 for two more years, to pn ts eo a we 7 counterclaimed for possession Present practice is a question 
21 $12.80 expire April 30, 1946. They) —? a aiiits ae os Shae or ne, {of complainant’s store Since referable to a special master 
= seek by this bill to compel Gel- Sesclll. w vase ay oe ee the court has found complain-| for his report and advice. 
SURROGATE’S NOTICE ber to specifically perform an inauiaee = panier bebe “ ants are not entitled to the re- The motion to strike is de- 
—______—_—__—_—— alleged ora! agreement made in ye haa peter lta sei oe lief they seek, these defendants| nied without costs and the 
mnnenimaning ( ry A—170) prt d. Oommen werms Were are entitled to a decree direct- Cause referred to a special mas- 
ae : 8 a N Cunaiain - t claim| "8 complainants to surrender ter. : 
+ t ew ee ge ee me ae Pobre possession of the store to them. 
t i Anna Kas i Isidor! (Natl wnen Gelber he al- ss Mpeasee ae 
will and, , defendant leged oral agreen did not INTERNATIONAL LAW—A duly | HUNTERDON COUNTY 
"aoc paps intend to keep it. Even if Gel-| recognized consul has the au- Title Searching and Court 
i the | t| ber made the oral nent aS' thority and the privilege to Records 
eee Ht ‘pelock contended and equently| represent his fellow country- PIERRE A. REGAD 
ee ae : . bas cnangead nls mind ich act men in our Court of Chan- HALL OF RECORDS 
R, P r : ying 1 being did not constitute ich fraud as cery though there is no Flemington, N. J. 
. */ would overcome th tatute. He treaty with his country and . 
7, 14, 21, 28 a 3 night be charged with dishon- he has no specific authoriza- _ 
— , le conduct the tion to act as the personal 
FOREIGN ATTORNEYS Hi : 58 degrees | Promise was not ith any) agent of his eational FLORIDA ATTORNEY 
$$ __________—_ > pe Rg intention we ig * na i CHANCERY SIMON ENGLANDER 
-eption, cannot be said O tAC | = 2 sti 7 . 
EXICAN ATTORNE he 0 itaed within the inpel] us -geammiiy ob aeneeh aap: 420 Lincoln Road 
nee vy ‘ " a 2 Miami Beach, Florida 
with Mezican Consulate meaning of thé ind be-| tition or of a sale in lieu iaaasinieabiite i: 
immigration Cases ar ret ae — invalid) thereof is referable to a Member New Jersey Bar 26 Years 
' . and unenforceabl selber was special master for his report 
ais Rojas de la Torre under no duty to speak if he| and advice. , . 7 ’ — 
~ MUrray Hill 29-0780 ; changed his mind Complain-| Digested from an opinion by 
MUrray 2 ants are pres Oo have|Jayne V. C. rendered Nov 46, 
: Siero ih a cncwn the law id if they/1946. In Chancery of New Jer- 
=} failed to obtain promise in|sey. Between Zolezzi et al and 
th MEXICAN LAWYER writing and chose to y on|Tarantola et al. For complain- 
Gelber’s honor, they take} ants—Italo M. Tarantola. For 
th Mexican Consulate the consequences. In any event,| defendant Carolina Tarantola— 


LORENZO J. ROEL 
}BROADWAY, NEW YORK 
BArclay 7-4796 


























N successfully serving the 
needs of our customers for many years, we have 
had the efficient help of numerous attorneys. 

The necessity for competent legal advice is im- 

© Ptessed upon us and it has been the policy of the 
“i Institution, throughout the years, to cooperate 
with Members of the Bar to the fullest extent. 















TRUST DEPARTMENT 


HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 


Chartered 1857 


164-768 BROAD ST., NEWARK 1, NEW JERSEY 
Acts os Executor, Trustee, Administrator, Guardian and Custodian 


MEMBER FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CORPORATION ; 





i} faction of the 


Gelber 
ute is entitled to 


naving pleaded the stat- 
benefit as 







against the validity of the as- 
serted oral agreement. 
Furthermore, there are other 





reasons why spec 
‘ance should not 
{Specific performance 
ibe granted when 
land terms of the c 
not clearly proved to the 
court 
Gelber denies any agreement. 
He admits discussing the mat- 
|ter with compla its but says 
ihe flatly refused any agreement 
|until Roselli was He ad- 
mits he contributed '4 of the 
rent for 179 Spring St. in an 
endeavor to get Rosselli out. 
Rosselli, however, is still in the 
same premises and litigation 
to force his removal has not 
thus far been successful. 


be decreed 
will not 
existance 
tract are 
satis- 


mn 














ne 
ing 





out. 


ROBERT DENTON 
Certified Translations of 
French, Spanish, German, 
Italian, Portuguese 
150 S. Harrison St., E. Orange 
ORange 4-2677 

















Carl & William Abuzzese. 

The bill herein seeks parti- 
tion of certain lands of which 
one Ralph Tarantola Sr., died 


| seized. 


perform-| 


| 
| 


| 
| 


| 


One of the several parties is 
the defendant Carolina Taran- 
tola, the widow of decedent, 
who resides in Italy. Service 
upon her was made by publiea- 
tion and in observance of Rule 
298 a copy of the notice of the 
suit was sent to the Italian 
Consul General 
city, who thereupon 
Messrs. 


engaged 


in New York\ 


Carl and William Ab-' 


Co. 


Tipe TRACERS 


Madison Ave: N. Y. City 
Write for Further Details and 
Descriptive Matter 














Send or mail copy 


REctor 











EXPERT LAW PRINTERS 


We are ready to RUSH your BRIEFS 


or call for messenger 


URT PRESS... 


T Fro NEW JERSEY 


130 CEDAR STREET, NEW YORK - 


DAY OR NIGHT ' 


to New York office 


2-2544 4g 
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COURT NOTES | Fee Limitation in Tort Claim Law Condemy 


No Inducement for First-Class ment is afraid of a firs 
ESSEX COUNTY COURT OF COMMON PLEAS | Lawyers to Accept Such lawyer? Does the “84 


Civil ‘ Criminal Actions at Law Cases, Writer Says desire to discourage 3, 
Week of Nov. 18 Judge Conlon Judges Hartshorne and Flannagan Judge Naughright ; ; preventing lawyers fro; 
Week of Nov. 25 Judge Flannagan Judges Hartshorne and Conlon Judge Naughright 4‘any, N. Y. (CCNS)—Pro-| their rightful due? sj 


vision limiting the fees that/is it contrary to pul ie 
Week of Dec. 2 Judge Hartshorne Judges Conlon and Flannagan Judge Naughright jawyers may Ath under the! for client —. Alas 


The Civil Part Schedule is as follows: | Federal Tort Claims act is at-| tract on fees in the lig 


Mondays—Miscellaneous motions and appeals. Wednesdays—Sentences. |vacked as a iy ~~ | circumstances? 
| gerous in he curren issue oO 
Tuesdays—Orphans Court. Thursdays—Special Sessions Trials | | the New York State Bar Associ- | entire iegal professi 


Motions addressed to actions at law are heard on Fridays by Judge Naughright. ation’s Lawyer Service Letter. ,some lawyer may bate 


SUDSON COUNTY COURT MM PL The provision in question puts|t® Overreach some ¢] 
Cc Cc OF COMMON PLEAS a ceiling of 20 per cent on the} the entire medical profess 
SEPTEMBER, 1946 TERM Schedule for Fridays) 5 mount the attorney may re-|be stultified by law be 


Date Judge Duffy Judge Ziegener Judge Drewen |ceive in litigated cases and 10|S0Ome doctor may violay 


Nov. 15 Arraignments and Sentences Orphans’ Court Motions and Miscellaneous per cent on his allowance where — of —— > An 
” ’ F the claim is settled administra-|C/ergsymen to be curtailed 
22 Orphans’ Court Motions and Miscellaneous Arraignments and Sentences tively for from $500 to $1,000. In|!aw in their beneficent , 


Dec. 6 Arraignments and Sentences Motions and Miscellaneous ;phans’ Court the former case the judge fixes|ties because perchanc 


ATLANTIC COUNTY Common Pleas Common Pleas |the fee, in the latter the de-| their number violates the 
, ode? 
Supreme and Circuit Hon. Charles A. Rigg |Hon. Charles P. Hutchinson artanadiessccs “ 


Hon. Albert E. Burling Motions every Thursday. Motions—Every Friday. Pat Png: rel Ms i. fees Psa. nay Bei an 


Trials commenced Nov. 4. - 
Motions—Every Frid. t Cir- CAMDEN COUNTY MONMOUTH COUNTY demeanor, punishable by a fine|/say they. But will they apy 
Ty ay a Supreme and Circuit to $2,000 and i i h 
cuit Court Room. Supreme and Circuit up to $2, and imprisonment|when someday they thems 
: | Hon. Samuel H. Shay Hon. Robert V. Kinkead up to one year. desire to sue in tort a 
BERGEN COUNTY | Motions—Every Friday. Hi h wos . “i - Statutes such as this, declares|have a first-class lawyer ; 
Supreme and Circuit Common Pleas | w, =e tees the Service letter editor, Henry}sent them? And will the 
Hon. J. Wallace Leyden Hon. Bartholomew A. Sheehan eekly call—31. S. Fraser, can “ruin the Bar.|plaude when statutes jj ke 
High number reached Motions—Every Friday. Common Pleas Stultify the profession and/silence those persons—th: 
Weekly call—200. CAPE MAY COUNTY Sion. John C. Gleréane makes serfs out of lawyers. yers—who stand in every 
Daily call—187. Supreme and Circuit Motions 1st and 3rd Thursday “Lawyers jailed because for- munity for human rights 
Motions—First and Third Friday men pee E. Burling of each month at 1:30 P. M.,S0oth they charged more than|uman liberty? 
. “eo 7“ at Circult. | -ials commence Dec. 2nd. Orphans Court matters heard|?0 per cent of a large recovery) “Let this dangerous si 
ommon Pleas Motions—Every Friday at Cir-| every Thursday at 10:00 AM.|in a hard fought case against|be repealed by the nex: 
Hon. A. Demorest Del Mar 1 Court.Mecm Gauasentes the government! Investigation,|gress! If it be not, then 
High No. reached in call—70. “ t Bld Atlantic Ci MORRIS COUNTY preparation, trial, travel, appeal|for more statutes progres 
Motions—First Friday of each us 8. —~ ty. Supreme and Circuit to the Circuit Court of Appeals,| driving at the lawyer—the 
month. Common Pleas Hon. J. Wallace Leyden appeal to the Supreme Court, 4 tnt 
7 man that is feared by 
Hon. Anthony J. Cafiero Trials—Nov. 12 to Nov. 22nd. briefs, arguments, and_final| who loy ai 
BURLINGTON COUNTY who love tyranny. 
S pate sacha Motions every Wednesday. Motions—Fridays, while at cir-|Victory—reward: up to 20 per 
Hon Albert E Burling CUMBERLAND COUNTY cuit. ; cent fixed by the judge. 
Trials concluded for the term Supreme and Circuit “What is the inducement for 
Motions—Every Friday at Cir-| Hon. Ralph J. Smalley Common Pleas a first-class lawyer to take the CLASSIFIED 
Motions will be heard at Court Hon. Albert H. Holland case? Is it that the govern- BATh. rhirty cents per ops 
cuit Court Room Guarantee ev Trials—Nov. 12 to Nov. 22. ine count six words tw im 
House Trenton every Friday eee aan tame eae PHONE — Mi 2-079 
Trust Bldg., Atlantic City. c STATE OF NEW JERSEY 2 =< 
ommon Pleas OCEAN COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF STATE _ FORE omy $0 
Solve T } ; , CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION NEW JERSEY LAW JOUR! 
Hon. Solve uso Supreme and Circuit T : whom these presents may come, -4 bdinon Piace, Newarn 4 8 
FLORIDA ATTORNEY Motions—Every Friday at Court won William A. Smith Greeting: — 
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SAMUEL J. RAND House, Bridgeton. Trials commenced on Nov. 12. ag ge ye ge = EMPLOYMENT WaANTE 


309 Calumet Building RO ang PASSAIC COUNTY ockholders. deposited in my office, LAWYER | SEEKS | CONN! 
10 N. E. Third Avenue ne, Mental ena Supreme and Circuit a corporation of this State, ose incipal | most. Knowledge of Tax Lan as 
Miami, Florida Acting Assignment Commission- Hon. Robert H. Davidson ta ot Ne ark. #- of Essex. ghey Pi asa hs 
er—Anthony A. Gmeiner. ,High No. reached— soggy eae ce ce ete 
Supreme and Circuit Weekly call—170. ur whom Drocess may be served), ha LAW s( HOOL, G PRADU ATE 
NORMAN N. POPPER j/xigh number reached— Daily call—168. Corperations, | Generat ised Statutes | Essex Counties Power one 
REGISTERED PATENT Weekly call—585. Motions—Every Friday. of this Certificate issolu . a aren, | att rneys examin lation. Mi 
ATTORNEY Daily call—s29. Common Pleas Secretary of State of the ‘State of New |" Week: Box No. S84. 
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BONDED oto GLOUCESTER COUNTY (Hon. Ralph J. Smalley xed my offieia ml seal, Bad rene ge 
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Suite 601-602 Hon. Samuel M. Shay House Trenton every Friday LLOYD. B. MARSH, filing cabinet, 2 waste 1: 
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LECTRONIC @ SOIBNTIFIC oe ee Weekly call—386. _ eS Ee ee enous {{ Offices in Mexico Over 30 J 
DBTBCTION EQUIPMENT sioner vic ein Daily call—350 SMITH & SLINGERLAND, Proctors E. DEAN FULLER 
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DETECTIVE AGENCY “me |Motions—Every Friday. Court. 
; Supreme and Circuit | Ty y 
none tiie Hon. Ralph J. Smalley | = og of regularity of proceedings or corpo 
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